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In the Matter of )
)

Amendment of the Commission's) PR Docket No. /~2-257
Rules Concerning Maritime )
Communications )

To: The Commission

REPLY COMMENTS OF APeO

The Associated Public-Safety Communications Officers,

Inc. ("APCO"), hereby submits the following Reply to

comments filed in response to the Commission's Notice of

Proposed Rulemaking in the above-captioned proceeding, FCC

92-497, released November 30, 1992.

APCO filed initial comments urging that a portion of

the Maritime VHF frequencies proposed for sharing with Land

Mobile Services be reserved for exclusive use by entities

eligible in the Public Safety Radio Services. The

additional spectrum is needed to alleviate shortages of

radio spectrum for wide area systems and mobile relay

operations of public safety agencies. The following is

APCO's brief response to relevant comments of other parties.

Mobile Marine Radio, Inc. used its comments to

question the viability of land mobile use of the Maritime

channels, claiming that the most serious land mobile

spectrum shortages are in major metropolitan areas, many of
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which are near waterways. However, Mobile Marine Radio

overlooks the fact that there are several landlocked

metropolitan areas (~, Denver and Phoenix) in which there

are spectrum shortages for land mobile users, and little or

no use of the Maritime channels proposed for sharing.

Moreover, shortages of pUblic safety frequencies are

not limited to major metropolitan areas. Many rural and

less densely populated areas have needs for wide-area and

mobile relay systems for which VHF channels may be the only

appropriate frequencies. Yet, Land Mobile VHF channels are

scarce, even in many rural areas, and many pUblic safety

users are forced to rely upon interservice sharing with

other Land Mobile services to satisfy their needs for VHF

channels. Unfortunately, channels are not always available

for interservice sharing. Therefore, there is a need to

reallocate a portion of otherwise vacant Maritime channels

for pUblic safety land mobile use where possible.

Global Maritime Communications Systems and Ross

Engineering Company oppose sharing of the Maritime channels

because of a perceived potential for increased use of the

channels by recreational boaters. Yet, they also

demonstrate that cellular telephone carriers provide the

same services by default. This suggests that there is no

need to use Maritime channels for this purpose, and that

those channels should be put to the higher priority use of

providing additional channels for public safety.
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Finally, APCO wishes to clarify its suggestion that the

Commission hold this action in abeyance until a resolution

on PR Docket 92-235 is reached. APCO's proposal was based

its position that the FCC should extend II re-farming ll to the

entire 150-160 MHz spectrum, not just the Private Land

Mobile Radio Services. However, in the event that the

Commission believes the Maritime channel sharing issue

should be resolved at this time, APCO does not object and,

in fact, would support such action, provided the priorities

of public safety are recognized and a number of the channels

are dedicated for pUblic safety use only.
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CONCLUSION

For the reasons discussed above and in its initial

comments, APCO urges the Commission to permit Land Mobile

sharing of certain specified Maritime channels in areas

where those channels are otherwise unused, and to reserve a

portion of the shared channels for exclusive pUblic safety

use.

Respectfully submitted,

ASSOCIATED PUBLIC-SAFETY
COMMUNICATIONS OFFICERS, INC.
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2040 S. Ridgewood Ave.
South Daytona, FL 32119
(904) 322-2500

Of Counsel:
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Robert M. Gurss
WILKES, ARTIS, HEDRICK & LANE,

Chartered
1666 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20006
(202) 457-7800

July 15, 1993

-4-


